
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- May 18,  1966 

Appeal No. 8726 Diamond Housing Corp., appel lan t .  

The Zoning Administrator of t h e  ~ i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  following Order was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
May 31, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- J u l y  1 4 ,  1966 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  var iance  of t h e  provis ions  of Sect ion 
3301.1 requi r ing  900 square f e e t  of land a rea  per  u n i t  i n  conversion 
o E  bui ld ing  i n t o  3-unit  apartment house a t  1328 Riggs S t r e e t ,  NW., 
l o t  90, square 239, be granted.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) Appel lant ' s  l o t  has a  f rontage  of 19.92 f e e t  on Riggs 
S t r e e t ,  NW. and a  depth of 95.0 f e e t . '  The l o t  conta ins  1,892 square 
f e e t  of land. 

(2) The l o t  i s  improved with a  two-story b r i ck  row dwelling 
with an English type basement. 

(3) Appellant purchased t h e  bui ld ing  i n  December 1965 and 
a s s e r t s  t h a t  the bui ld ing  was then occupied by t h r e e  apartments. 
Each u n i t  contained a  k i t chen ,  bath and bedroom. 

( 4 )  Appellant says  each u n i t  has  approximately 1,200 square 
f e e t  of f l o o r  space. I t  i s  a l s o  claimed t h a t  many houses i n  t h e  
block a r e  apartment houses. 

(5)  The s i z e  of t h e  l o t  i s  less than requi red  by t h e  Zoning 
Regulations i n  t h e  R-4 Distr ict ,  which r e q u i r e s  2,700 square f e e t  of 
land  i n  order  t o  convert  t o  t h r e e  apartment u n i t s .  

(6)  The Riggs S t r e e t  Community Associat ion opposed t h e  grant ing  
of t h i s  appeal.  P e t i t i o n s  a r e  on f i l e  conta in ing  f i f t e e n  (15) 
s i g n a t u r e s  of r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  a r e a  expressing t h e i r  oppos i t ion  t o  
t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal.  



OPINION:  

W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  has proved a  hardship 
wi th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  var iance  c lause  of t h e  Regulations,  and 
t h a t  a  d e n i a l  of t h e  reques t  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  p e c u l i a r  and except ional  
p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and except ional  and undue hardship upon t h e  
owner. 

W e  a r e  f u r t h e r  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted 
without  s u b s t a n t i a l  detr iment  t o  t h e  pub l i c  good and without  sub- 
s t a n t i a l l y  impair ing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose, and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone 
plan as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Map. 


